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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8, 10-12 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Prokosi (US PG- 
PUB 2001/0033661) in view of Shiota et al. (US 20040135904). 

[Claim 1] 

Prokosi teaches a method by which photographic images taken by and stored in a digital camera 
are downloaded to a computer at which the photographic images are located for viewing 
(Paragraph 71 and figures 1 and 2), said method comprising the steps of annotating said 
photographic images by assigning markers to identify different sets of said images according to 
subject (Paragraph 71, figure 1); downloading said images from the digital camera to the 
computer (images are transmitted); assigning labels to each of the different sets of images 
corresponding with the markers assigned thereto; locating said set of images in respective image 
folders according to said labels; and accessing and viewing a particular set of images located in a 
particular one of said image folders (Paragraph 72, figure 2, each image file is read as a folder). 
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Prokosi fails to teach wherein the labels are assigned to images according to subject of 
images and accessing and viewing the images depending upon the label of said one image folder 
and the subject of said particular set of images located therein. 

However Shiota et al. teaches that corresponding event and the area name may be 
associated with the image data and the image data may be sorted by storing the image data in a 
folder for the corresponding event to the and the corresponding area name as illustrated in FIG. 
10 (Paragraph 75). Area name corresponding to "fujimi elementary school and school athletic 
festival" corresponds to the label according to the subject of images i.e. the area name and the 
event name correspond to images stored corresponding to the subject in the particular folder. 
Shiota further teaches that the sorted image data can be enjoyed as a photo album to which a title 
of the corresponding event has been assigned (Paragraph 77). 

Therefore taking the combined teachings of Prokosi and Shiota, it would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have assigned labels 
to images according to subject of images and accessing and viewing the images depending upon 
the label of said one image folder and the subject of said particular set of images located therein 
in order to sort the images based on events and subjects making the sorting process less 
confusing and easier to understand. 

4. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Prokosi (US 
PG-PUB 2001/0033661), Shiota et al. (US 20040135904) and further in view of Walker et al. 
(US PG-PUB # 2004/0174434). 
[Claims 2-4] 
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Prokosi in view of Shitoa fails to teach wherein said digital camera includes a mass media 
storage device adapted to store sound data and the photographic images taken by the camera to 
be downloaded to the computer, said method comprising the additional step of annotating said 
photographic images by means of sound markers, locked markers or flat markers spoken into and 
stored by the mass media storage device. However Walker teaches metadata including sound, 
sky/grass (flat image or locked image) to be used to annotate the image (Paragraph 119). 
Therefore taking the combined teachings of Prokosi, Shiota and Walker, it would be obvious to 
one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have used annotating 
said photographic images by means of sound markers, locked markers or flat markers in order to 
give the user versatility in annotating the image thus making the process user-friendly. 
5. Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Prokosi (US 
PG-PUB 2001/0033661), Shiota et al. (US 20040135904) and further in view of Aoki et al. (US 
Patent #7,069,314). 
[Claim 5] 

Prokosi in view of Shiota teaches sorting the step of locating information in at least one 
additional group of folders corresponding to subjects associated with the different sets of said 
photographic images (Paragraph 75 of Shiota, figure 10). Prokosi in view of Shiota fails to teach 
accessing and viewing the particular set of image located in a particular one of said image folders 
depending upon the information located within a particular folder of said additional group of 
folders. However Aoki teaches an ID file 110 that includes a folder ID that uniquely identifies 
the OPI folder that contains the high and low resolution images (col. 7 lines 10-63, figure 5 and 
6). 
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Therefore taking the combined teachings of Prokosi, Shiota and Aoki, it would be 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have used 
accessing and viewing the particular set of image located in a particular one of said image folders 
depending upon the information located within a particular folder of said additional group of 
folders in order to locate the images efficiently and quickly. 
[Claim 6] 

Aoki teaches including the additional steps of merging said image folders into said additional 
group of folders, transferring said merged folders to a computer server folder, and accessing and 
viewing the particular set of said images at said server folder (col. 7 lines 10-63). 
[Claim 7] 

Aoki teaches including the additional step of copying the photographic images taken by the 
camera to create high resolution and low resolution images, downloading the low resolution 
images to the computer to create said image folders, and accessing and viewing a particular set 
of said low resolution images located in a particular one of said image folders (col. 7 lines 10- 
63). 

[Claim 8] 

Aoki teaches including the additional step of storing said high resolution photographic images in 
a high resolution storage and transmitting said high resolution images from said storage to a 
photo lab for processing (col. 1 lines 38-49). 

6. Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Prokosi (US 
PG-PUB 2001/0033661), Shiota et al. (US 20040135904) and further in view of Bryant et al. 
(US Patent #7,349,010). 
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[Claim 9] 

Prokosi in view of Shiota fails to teach displaying the particular set of images being accessed and 
viewed. However Bryant teaches displaying a particular set of images (col. 22 lines 63-66, figure 
15). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Prokosi, Shiota and Bryant, it would be obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have particular set of images being 
accessed and viewed in order for the user to view all the images easily by just pressing one 
button. 
[Claim 10] 

Bryant teaches a step of displaying an offer to enable one or more of the images from the 
particular set of images at said slide show to be acquired (figure 16, favorite images). 
[Claim 11] 

Bryant teaches displaying an order form to be completed by which to enable one or more of the 
images from the particular set of images being accessed and viewed to be acquired (col. 23 lines 
2-4). 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Prokosi (US PG- 
PUB 2001/0033661), Shiota et al. (US 20040135904), Bryant et al. (US Patent # 7,349,010) and 
in further view of Haas et al. (US PG-PUB # 2004/0012810). 
[Claim 12] 

Prokosi, Shiota in view of Bryant fails to teach the additional step of initiating a timer by which 
to limit the time available during which to complete said order form. However Haas teaches 
ordering an image within three seconds during which to complete ordering the images on a slide 
show (Paragraph 0036). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Prokosi, Shiota, Bryant and 
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Haas, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have a timer by 
which to limit the time available during which to complete said order form in order to let the user 
order images within a set period of time ensuring a quicker process. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 16-20 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YOGESH K. AGGARWAL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7360. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00AM-5:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571)-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



YKA 

December 16, 2008 
/Sinh N Tran/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



